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PREFACE. 


ES Think it but Juſtice to ac- 
a 7 quaint the Publict, that the 
ESP following Letter was firſt 

printed in three ſeveral Pa- 
pers in the Weekly Miſcellany at its 
firſt ſetting out, When the Diſſenters 
were every where very buſy in laying 
Schemes to have the Corporation and 
Teſt Acts repeal d. Its Defign is to 
vindicate the general Foundation o 


h Conſtitution of the Church of Eng- 

land in both its Parts; and as the 
Diſſenters have never yet attempted to 
an ſaver it, it is apprehended that it 
may, with ſome Decency, be permitted 
to make its ſecond Appearance, Every 
one 


o 


PREFACE 
one twho has taken any Notice of the 
Conduct of theſe Gentlemen, muſt have 
obſerved, that they have, awith great 
Induſtry, avoided giving Anſwers ; 
and the Friends to the Eſtabliſhment 
have hitherto jor fer , with great Pa- 
tience, to hear little elſs but general 
Harangues upon Liberty, and Private 
Judgment, and inceſſant Cries about 
unwarrantable and extravagant Claims 
_ of Church-power. The Diſſenters may 
go on for ever in this Way, and be 
never the nearer bringing the Point #0 
an Iſſue, which reſts not upon theſe 
general Topicks, but upon ſetting forth 
the juſt Limits and Boundaries of 
Power. This is what is attempted in 
this ſbort Traff. If the Diſſenters 
have any thing to ſay to it, they are at 
Liberty to ſpeak, and {ſince theſe 
Matters muſt be diſputed over again 
ſomebody or. other, perhaps, will be at 
Leiſure to ſee them through the Argu- 
ment. It is reaſonable, that they ſhould 
reply, as well as charge. 10 | 

* I have 


PREFACE. 
T have one Favour to ask of Mr. 
Foſter in particular; which is, that 
he would pleaſe to read over theſe Pa- 
pers, and ſee how much of Scandal be 
can find in them. He tells us roundly, 
that the Miſcellany has been FROM 
THE BEGINNING the Common-place 
of ECCLESIASTICAL SCANDAL ; of 
the very DREGs of RUDE and LOW 
Scandal; And, that the Writers of it 
ſeem to have thought that they had a 
LICENCE to ASPERSE and DEFAME 
ALT, the Advocates for Rational Re- 
ligion, and the Rights and Liberties 
of the Chriſtian Church. This is a 
Charge (and a heavy Charge it is) 
againſt ALL. Writers who have ever 
been concerned in the Miſcellany ; for 
he treats them with xo Diſtinction ; 
and if Mr. Foſter would confider of 
this with the Spirit that becomes him, 
he would find, that whatever it is 
which he has to forgive, he has him- 
ſelf a great deal to be forgiven. One 
may indulge the Infirmities of a Man, 
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falſe this Accuſation is) I am afraid 


PREFACE. 
to ſpeak a little unfavourably of Per- 
ſons and Things. that he does not like. 
But to draa up falſe Accuſations (for 


beſpeaks | ſomet hing worſe than Infirr 
mity.. I Hall leave this Matter upon 
bis Conſcience, and give him up to the 
Rebukes of his own Mind. He knows 
the proper Recompence, if he is diſ- 
poſed to make it; and I ſhould be very 
glad to ſee, that the Paſſions which 


appear in his laſt Papers are not the 


only Paſfions of which he is capable. 


THE 


| rs.” - 
ARGUMENT 
WITH THE 


DISSENTERS 


BRIEFLY STATED, Ge. 


HE moſt common Topick of 
J Diſcourſe in all Companies is 
the Attempt of the Diſſenters 

co get the Corporation and Tes 
Ads repealed, I ſhall take 
the Liberty of offering you my Thoughts 
upon this important Subject; And that 
we may proceed clearly in this Point, 


there is one Queſtion or two that ſhould be 
1 previouſly 


[2 ] 

previouſly conſidered. It is evident and 
well underſtood, that the Deſign of theſe 
Acts was to ſecure the Church of England, 
as diſtinguiſhed not only from Papiſts, but 
from SeHaries likewiſe of all Denominations. 
An Eſtabliſhed Church there was when theſe 
Laws were made; And that there ought to 
be an Eftabliſhed Church is a Principle 
which theſe Laws ſuppoſe as their Founda= 
tion. If this Foundation is right, theſe 
Laws may be right; but if it be wrong, 
theſe Laws certainly muſi be wrong too 
for no u, Law can be founded in Un- 
righteouſneſs. It will be neceſſary therefore 
to conſider what it 1s that creates an Eſta- 
bliſhment, and in Virtue of what Ad, of 
Authority the Church of England becomes 
the national eftabliſhed Religion. If Autho- 
rity in this Caſe can be juſtified, the Effa- 
bliſbhment will be juſtified ; and it ſo much 
the more concerns us to ſhew that it may 
be juſtified, as ſome Diſſenters of late have 
taken great Pains to repreſent all Efjabliſh- 
ments as Tyranny and Uſaurpation. 
Ihe Conſtitution of the Church of Eng- 
land is partly Eccleſiaſtical and partly Civil. 
Its Eccleſſaſtical Conſtitution reſts in this, 
That ſhe admits none to her Miniſtry but 
thoſe who will /ub/cribe to her Articles and 
Creeds, and engage to conform to her Pub- 
lick Worſhip as framed and ſettled upon the 
ſame Plan of Faith. Its Civil Conſtitution 


(in 
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in Virtue of which it becomes a Church 
publickly and nationally eftabliſhed) conſiſts 
in this, That the publick Encouragements 
allotted to thoſe, who ſhall be appointed 
to teach and inſtruct the People, are limited 
and confined to the Miniſtry /o ſub/cribing 
and conforming, in Diſtinction from every 
Miniſtry which ſhall teach other Doctrines, 
or ſet up other Ways of Worſhip. The 
_ firſt is the Act of the Church conſidered as 

a ſpiritual Society directly and immediately 
under the Laws of Chriſt. The 4/7 is an 
Act of the Civil Power protecting and aſſiſt- 
ing the Church, and ſupporting Religion by 
the Influence of Human Adminiſtration. 
From the Caſe thus ſtated, two Points will 
naturally ariſe. 1. Hath the Church Au- 
thority by the Laws of Chriſt to exclude 
all from her Miniſtry who ſhall refuſe to 
ſubſcribe to her Articles and Creeds, &c ? 
2. Hath the Civil Magiſtrate Authority by 
the Laws of Religion and Society, to limit 
and confine the publick Encouragements to 
the Miniſtry /o /ab/cribing, &c. in Diſtine- 
tion from all others? If theſe two Points 
can be ſettled in the Affirmative, it will 
appear, that our E/abliſhment is right; and 
the grand Queſtion which hangs upon theſe, 
Whether the Corporation and Teſt Ai, 
ought or ought not to be repealed, will (I 
conceive) be anſwered without much Diffi- 
culty. 
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I ſhall begin with our Eccleſſaſtical Con- 
- Aitution, and conſider with what Reaſon it 
| is, that our Church requires all who are 
admitted to her Miniſtry to ſubſeribe to her 
Articles and Creeds. - SUBSCRIPTION in this 
Caſe means what it means in all other Caſes: 
It is the Evidence of a Man's A/ent ; Jaſt 
as his ſetting his Hand to a Bond or a 
| Deed of - Conveyance is the Evidence of a 
ContraF. And clear it is, that whoever has 
A Right to- require the Aſent, has alſo a 
Right to demand the Evidence. 'The Point 
then is, Whether the Church has a Right 
to require an Aſeni to her Doctrine as Tt 
forth in her Articles and Creeds in all whom 
the admits to her Miniſtry | ?. For the Re- 
ſolving of which, it muſt be obſer ved, that 
the Doctrine which the Church propoſes, 
ſhe propoſes not as her own Doctrine, but 
as the Doctrine of Chri/. Allowing the 
Doctrine of the Church to be the Doctrine 

of Chriſt, there can (I think) be no Doubt 
4 the Church has a Right to demand an 
Aſſent to it in all whom ſhe admits to her 
Miniſtry. For what Doctrine ſhould a 
Chriſtian Miniftry teach, but the ns 
of Chriſt 9. $4 
True, you' 1 ſay ; But e are not 
infallible. And — U then? Churches there 
are, and (according to the Scripture Rule) 
Churches there oug ho to be, tho' there be 
no * Now wherc-ever there is a 
85 3 T9 I.. „ ES Church, 
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Church, there muſt be 4 Miniſiry; for 4 
Church is conſtituted by the. publick Exer- 
ciſe of Miniſterial Acts, ſuch as preaching 
the Word, adminiſtring the Sacraments, and 
the like. ——And what will you ſay? Shall 
every Man be allowed to minifter in the 
Church, who has a mind'to take that Office 
upon himſelf, becauſe there are no infalli- 
ble Guides ? 'Or muſt there be AUTHORITY 
ſomewhere to determine who are qualified 
by their Faith, and who 20? In the firſt 
of theſe two Suppoſitions, there 1s plainly 
no Senſe. For becauſe there is no [nfalli- 
bility, is there therefore to be no Order ? 
If there ought to be no Authority becauſe 
Authority may err, the ſame Reaſon will 
more firongly, that there ought to 
be no Miniſtry ; for all Men are OY 
whether they. preach with Authority o 

without Authority. And whatever be the 
Conſequences of Error in Authority, they 
will not be mended; but made much worſe, 
by laying Authority afide, and leaving the 
Miniſtry open to all without Difference or 
Diſtinction. Authority then Somewhere, 
there muſt be ; the Conſequence of which 
is, that ſuch Authority (where-ever it reſts, 
and fallible as it may be) muſt have 4 Right 
to conſider what are the Doctrines of Chriſt, 
and to admit or exclude according to the 


common Methods of Reaſon and Prudence 
in ſuch alen . 
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Ibis Foundation laid, let us ſee what 
Conſequences will ariſe from it. And in 
the firſt Place it is certain, That whoever 
conſiders what are the Doctrines of Chriſt, 
muſt be ſuppoſed to conſider them accords 


ing to /ome Rule. The Rule in this Caſe is 


allowed on both Sides to be the written 
Mord of God, which is a ſtanding Evidence 


to ab Chriſtians what is the Faith that was 


once delivered to the Saints, The Queſtion 
therefore which lies before Authority, when 
any one offers himſelf for Admiſſion to the 
Miniſtry, muſt be this, Does he affent to the 
Doctrine of Chriſt as ſet forth in the Scrip- 
tures * In which there would be no Dif- 
ficulty, if the Scriptures were liable to no 
Miſconſtructions. But miſinterpreted zhey | 
are (as all other Writings may be) and dif- 
ferent Iaterpretations of the ſame Words of 
Scripture are the Foundation of different 
and contrary Doctrines, for which the Au- 
thority of Scripture is on cither Side equally 
pretended. What now may be expected 
from any common Chriſtian in this Caſe ? 
Why he is to judge for himſelf by the beſt 
Helps he can get, and receive that Inter- 
pretation as the rue Doctrine, which ap- 
pears to him to be ſupported by the be/# 
Reaſons. And muſt not he Church do the 
fame? Will you deny that Liberty of Judg- 
ment-to Authority which you think it right 
to challenge to yourſelf ? If then Authority 
| in 
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in this Caſe has a Right to judge for herſelf, 
ſhe muſt have a Right to determine her 
Conduct by that judgment; that is, to ex- 
clude all from her Miniſtry who refuſe to 
give the Evidence of their Aſent to that 
Interpretation of Scripture, which ſhe appres 
Benda to contain the true Doctrine of Chriſt, 

This is ſo clear a Caſe, that it ſeems to 


me next to impoſſible that any ſerious Per- 
fon ſhould miſtake it. In conferring H y 


Orders the Church executes a publick Truſt, 
for which ſhe ſtands e to God. 
And I deſire to know, in Caſts of Truſt, 


by whoſe Judgment is the Truſtee to be de- 


termined, by His own or by another's? By 
his own ſurely ! And the Reaſon is plain; 
becauſe he is to be anſwerable for the M/- 
application. The Caſe is the ſame in al In- 


ſtances where Conſcience is concerned: And 


as with reſpect to private Chriſtians, every 
Man's own Judgment muſt be the Meaſure 
of his.own Conduct, ſo it is with thoſe who 
are intruſted with publick Authority, For 


in all Capacities, whether publick or private, 


every Man muſt anſwer for His own Actions. 
This appears to me to be the true State 
of the Caſe. From whence it is plain, that 
the Diſcipline of the Church in requiring 
all whom ſhe admits to her Miniſtry, to 
ſubſcribe to her Interpretations of Scripture, 
as ſet forth in her Articles and Creeds, is 


to far from deſtroying the Liberty of private 
DE Judgment, 


I» 
* 
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Fuilgment; that it intirely reſis upon it. For 
cho' the Church, executes a publick Truſt in 

conferring Holy Orders, yet the Saleinens 
directing her in the Execution of that Truſt 
is properly a private. Judgment, as all Judg- 
ment is and muſt be. If the Church had 
not a Right to exclude all from her Mini- 
ſtry, whom /b+ judges to have departed 
from the Faith, of Chriſt, ſhe would have 
#o Judgment in the Caſe, and Authority 
would ceaſe to be Authority; there being 
no poſſible Medium between theſe two 
things: either that the Church muſt re- 
ceive all according to their Judgments, or 
that ſhe muſt diſinguiſb according to her 
own. And how, I pray, is private Fudg- 
ment hurt in thoſe, who, in Conſequence 
of the Diſcipline. of the Church, are ex- 
eluded from her Miniſtry? Not at all. F or 
the Church does not ſo much as pretend to 
determine for yon what you are to believe, 
but only for her/elf, whom ſhe is to admit. 
You difer from the Church in your private 
Judgment. Differ ill, if you ſee Reaſon. 
The Church hinders you not. You think 
yourſelf obliged to preach in Oppoſition to 
the Judgment of the Church. Do his too, 
if you are ſo minded. But what ? would. 
you oppoſe Authority under Commiſſiun 
from Authority? What Senſe is there in 
ſuch a Demand as this! Or why ſhould 


Men complain of Hardſhips, becauſe Au- 
thority 


9 1 
thority does in this Caſe what Authority 
muſt do in all others? 8 
The Reſult of what has been ſaid is this; 
That the Church has a Right by the Law 
of Chriſt to exclude all from her Miniſtry, 
who ſhall refuſe to ſubſcribe to her Articles 
and Creeds, ſince her Articles and Creeds 
are her Senſe or her Fudgment of the Doc- 
trines of Chriſt ; which Sen/e muſt be the 
Rule of her Conduct in the Execution of 
the Truſt repoſed in her, when ſhe confers 
Holy Orders. I will now beg leave to ob- 
ſerve, that the Caſe is the ſame with reſpect 
to viſible Communios at large, to the Tokens 
of which none ſhould be admitted but thoſe 
who hold the Faith: and that is the Faith 
to the Church which the Church judges or 
3 apprehends to be ſuch. This explains the 
true Meaning of our 2oth Article, which 
has given much Offence to ſome, who are 
accuſtomed to find fault with more Haſte 
than Diſcretion. The Church hath Autho- 
rity in Controverſies of Faith. — Hath Au- 
thority? To do what ? Why not ſurely to 
male Faith. Not to bind Men to receive 
any Doctrine as a Doctrine of Chriſt, which 
they cannot find in the Scriptures, or which 
they believe to be contrary to the Scrip- 
_ tures, merely becauſe the Church decrees it. 
This is abſurd ! But the Church hath Au- 
thority in zhis Senſe, That ſhe hath a Right 
to declare her Judgment in any controverted 
Point, 


53 
Point, and to make her own Judgment, as 
ſet forth in ſuch Declarations, the Meaſure 
of her Conduct in admitting Men either to 
the Miniſterial Office, or to viſible Commu- 
nion. In ſhort ; The Church cannot bind 
Men to believe what their own Reaſons con- 
ducted by the Word of God will not permit 
them to believe; but ſhe has a Right to 
judge to what Doctrines ſhe ſhall affix the 
Seal of her Authority; in which Judgment 
the Scriptures are to be her Rule, as they 
muſt be the Rule of every private Chriſtian. 
For ſo it follows expreſly in the very 
Words of the Article: Zet it is not lawful 
for the Church to ordain any thing that is © 
contrary to God's Word. With what Senſe Þ 
would this latter Clauſe be added, 1f the 
Church challenged a Dominion over Mens 
Conſciences, and could decree Doctrines of 
Faith arbitrarily according to her own 
Will? 3 | 
What has been ſaid of Doctrine may as 
well be applied to Worſhip. For ſince the 
_ Goſpel ordains publick Worſhip, it will be 
incumbent upon the Church to appoint /uch 
a Worſhip as in her Judgment ſhall appear 
to be moſt agreeable to the Scripture Rules ; 
and to admit none to officiate as Miniſters, 
but ſuch as will engage to conform to her 
. Worſhip as ſo appointed. For the Rule is 
- Bniverſal, and equally holds in all Caſes: 
The Church, muſt act according to her own 
| Judgment, 
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Judgment. It matters nothing to enquire 
at preſent who they are in the Church to 
whom it appertains to 5 in Caſes of this 
Nature. Be they Biſbops who are intruſted 
with Authority; Be they Presbyters; or, 
Be they the whole Congregation; It makes 
no Difference. Authority is the ſame where 
ſoeyer it reſts, and muſt act in the ſame Man- 
ner. If in One; according to the Fudg- 
ment and Conſcience of One. If in Many; 
according to the Judgment and Conſciences 


of Many. This Rule is ſo clear and cer- 


tain, that all Men ſee it, all Men act by it, 


who mean, to act honeſtly : And there is 
not a Sf which can condemn the Church 
of England in this particular, without be- 
ing under a Neceſſity at the ſame time, of 
condemning themſelves. For let me ask : 
Hath not every Sect its Interpretation; every 
Sect its Doctrine, which it judges to be 
agreeable to the Mind of Chriſt as ſet forth 
in the Scriptures, and according to which it 
admits or excludes, owns or diſowns? Will 
a Congregation of ®Puakers, of Anabaptiſts, 
of Independents, of Presbyterians, &c. ad- 


mit thoſe as Teachers in their Aſſemblies, 


who ſhall oppoſe the very Tenets by which 
they are diſtinguiſhed from other Commu- 
nions? I confeſs I am not ſo well ac- 
quainted with the Manner of Diſſenters, 
as to be able to ſet forth their particu- 
lar Ways of Trial. ,But I put it to their 

OW. "4 own 
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own Conſciences ; Have they not ſome Way 
of Trial? Do they not exped, do they not 
require, EviDENCE of ſome kind or another, 
that thoſe whom they admit to miniſter in 
their Congregations, are in Zheir Opinions 
Orthodox? If they do; what matters it 
whether this Evidence be given by Sub/crip- 
tion or otherwiſe * Why is it a greater 
Crime in #5 to inſiſt upon Orthodoxy in our 
Miniſters, than it is in hem to inſiſt up- 
on Orthodoxy in theirs * And why is the 
Church of Englaud ſo emphatically called 
upon to open wide her Gates, and to receive 
all into her Miniſtry. who——1I ſuſpect the 
Cauſe. The Church of England is the E/ta- 
bliſhed Church. The Cburab of England 
has thy, Publick Encouragements on her 
Side: And if ſhe has a Right to them, may 
ſhe for ever enjoy them ! Whether ſhe hath, 
or hath not, ſhall be the Subject of our fu- 
ture Enquiry. But I muſt in the firſt 
Place do myſelf the Pleaſure to obſerve, 
that what has been advanced upon this Ar- 
ticle; is (unwarily) confirmed by one of 
the warmeſt Advocates of the Diſſenting 
Party. I mean Mr. Chandler; who, in 
conſideration (I preſume) of the great 
Hardſhips that the Diſſenters in England at 
preſent labqur under, has thought fit to 
_vſher into the World his Tranſlation of 
Mr. Limborch's Hiſtory of the Inquiſition, 
with a long Introduction about Per/erution. 

S . The 
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The Gentleman cries out vehemently againſt 
Subſcriptiohs, as moſt wicked and ungodly 
Things. But (ſuch is the Force of Truth) 
he has dropt ſome Conceſſions by the way, 
which intirely defeat his Cauſe, and ſhew 
(in my Judgment) that he undertook a 
Point which he had not well conſidered. 
For Inftance : Ask this Gentleman, who 
are to be admitted to miniſter in the Chri- 
ſtian Church? He anſwers; All are io be 
admitted who are not rendered uncapable by 
Feſus Chriſt—— Chriſtians of all Setts and 
Denominations . By which it appears, 
that, in his Judgment, thoſe who are ad- 
mitted to the Chriſtian Miniſtry ought at 
leaſt to be. Chri/}ians. But who are Chri- 
ftians? Why he goes on to anfwer, 
Thoſe who hold the Faith once. deli- 
vered to the Saints. Thoſe who conſent to 
the wholeſome Words of our Lord Feſus 
Chriſt *. Ask him again; By what Rule 
muſt it be tried whether a Man conſents to 
the Doctrine of Chriſt, or not? He anſwers; 
By the Scriptures, which (ſays he) are the 
Security for Truth and Orthodoxy || —to 
which Chriſtians muſt friftly and conſtantly 
adhere | —— But ſuppoſe the Scriptures, as 
to certain Points, are differently interpreted 
by different Perſons : What is the proper 
Queſtion that lies before every Chriſtian in 
this Caſe? Why he anſwers plainly, That 
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the only Enquiry muſt be, What is the Senſe 
of * Scripture * What is the Doctrine of 
Chriſt and his Apoſtles? * All this is 
right and. good. But let him then fay, 
Where is the Ungodline/s of Subſcriptions he 
talks of? Or how does this agree with his 
general Doctrine, That there ought to be n0 

inguiſitury Forms of Trial. In his own Ac- 
count no Man ought to be admitted to the 
Miniſtry, who does not conſent to the Doc- 
trine of Chriſt as ſet forth in the Scripture. 
It muſt be inquired then (I conceive) whe- 
ther he doth or doth not conſent to the 
Doctrine of Chriſt. And in caſe the Scrip- 
ture admits of various Interpretations, he 
fays (and he ſays well) that the proper 
Enquiry is, What is the Senſe of Scripture, 
what is the Doftrine of Chriſt 5 Let him 
ſhew me then, by what Law he denzes this 
Privilege of Enquiry to the Church, which 
he grants to every. Chriſtian; or, if he 
allows it to the Ghurcb, that it will not 
at laſt bring him to the very Method he 
o much complains of. He pleads for the 
Admiſſion of Chriſtiaus of all Sæcts and De- 
nominations; But very inconſiſtently: Since 
the very Diverſity of Seas ſuppoſes a Dif- 
ference either in Doctrine, or in Worſhip, or 
in Both, in Points which either Party looks 
upon to be material. To thoſe who con- 
ſent to that Doctrine which we fudge to be 


Page 111. + | p. 112. 
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the Doctrine of Chriſt; To thoſe who will 
conform to that Worſhip which we judge to 
be the moſt agreeable to the Scripture Rule ; 
our Doors are open, and who hinders them 
from coming in? To ſay that we are 
obliged to admit thoſe who in our Judg- 
ment have departed from the Doctrine of 
Chriſt, or who will lay aſide one way of 
Worſhip, which we e/fteem a better, to in- 
troduce others which we eſeem worſe, is 
againſt common Senſe and Reaſon; and 
(for ought I know) contradicts the Practice 
of all Churches and Communions in the 
World. 

I have now ſhewn that the Church of 
England has a Right to exclude all Perſons 
from her Miniſtry and Communion who re- 
fuſe to ſubſcribe to her Articles and Creeds. 
The next Queſtion is, Whether the Civil 
Magiſtrate, i. e. the Supreme Legiſlative 
Power, has a Right to limit the publick 
Encouragements, allotted to thoſe who ſhall 
be appointed to teach the People, to the 
Miniſtry ſo ſubſcribing? The Power of 
the Civil Magiſtrate in Matters of Religion 
is a Subject of long and intricate Diſpute. 
I have no need here to enter into the Par- 
ticulars of it. For all I want to have al- 
lowed me, 1s, that /ome Religion ought to 
be publickly taught, and that it is incum- 
bent upon the Magiſtrate to appoint a pub- 
lick Maintenance to Teachers of one Per- 

0 ſuaſion 
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ſuaſion or another, which will not, I ſup» 
poſe, be diſputed by the Difenters. For 
let it be ſuppoſed that there were no pub- 
lick Encouragements for Teachers of any 
kind, what Advantage could the Di/Jenters 


propoſe to themſelves by being made Mi- 


niſters of the Church of Englund? Would 


they have Liberty to interpret the Scrip- 
tures for themſelves? They have this Li- 
berty, and muſi have it equally whether they 
are received, or rejected, by us. Would 
they have Liberty to preach according to 


their own Senſe of the Scriptures, and to 
worſhip God in the Manner they like beſt? 
Upon the Foot of the Toleration they have 


this Liberty too. And what has the Eſta- 
bliſhment given as which they have not, 
the prblick Revenues excepted? They 


mean then, not that the publick Revenues 


ſhould be taten away, but, that they ſhould 


be indifferently ſhared between the Clergy 


of the Church of England and their Teach- 
ers. I am not againſt this, if they can 


make out their tlie. But I conceive that 


Diſſenters, continuing ſuch, or refuſing to 


- ſubſcribe and conform, have no Right to ex- 


pet ſuch Encouragement from the Pub- 


lick, becauſe it is an Encouragement which 


the Publick cannot give them, conſiſtently 
with Reaſon and Conſcience. 
To explain this Matter, I deſire only the 


Liberty of one reaſonable Preſumption; 


That 


"4 23 


| the Legilaare, "For, fall as the Zell. 
'” 


[nl]. 


That in ſettling the publick Revenues upon 


the Clergy of the Church of England, the 
Legiſlature conſidered the Church of Eug- 
land as a Church conſtituted according to 
the Order and Appointment of Chriſt ; more 


ſound in her Doctrines, and more pure in 


her Worſhip, than the Church of Rome on 
one Hand, or than any /eparate Proteſtant 
Congregations on the other. It is evident 
upon this Foot, that / far as the Diſſen- 
ters differ from us in Doctrine and Worſhip, 
ſo far they muſt be ſuppoſed by the Le- 
giſlature to have depatted from the Doc- 
trine and Mill ot Chriſt. And what would 
they have the Legz/lature do in this Caſe ? 


3 Vou may ſay, very reaſonably, they ought 


to permit Men to differ from them; that they 
have no Right to compel them, by Force, to 
profeſs Dottrines which they cannot believe, 
or to join in a way of Yorſhip which they 
cannot approve. But will you ſay, they 
are bound, or can juſtify it to common Senſe, 
to encourage an Oppoſition to what they ap- 
prehend to be the Doctriue of Chrif?, or a 
Departure from what they think to be a 
Worſhip moſt agreeable to the Will of Chri/# ? 
Muſt the Diſſenters be not only permitted 
to oppoſe the Judgment of the Legiflature, 
but paid for it too, by that very Legiſlature 
which they oppoſe ! Little will it avail in 
this Cate to ſay, there is no Infallibility in 


ture 
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ture is, it is their Judgment, and according 
to their Judgment they muſt act. Fathers 
of Families, as well as Magifirates, are fal- 
lible. But what will a Father do, when he 
takes a Tutor into his Houſe to inſtru his 
Children? Will he chuſe one who agrees 
with him in Judgment, or one who differs | 
from him? I deſire the Diſſenters to re- 
member their own Conduct upon the Offer 
of the Schiſin Bill in a late * Did not 
they complain of it as a great Hardſhip that 
— ſhould be denied the Liberty of edu- 
cating their Children according to their own 
Perſuaſions? Vet this very thing which 
they KEN complain d of as a Hardſhip up- 
on themſelves, they Now think it reaſon- 
able that the Magiſtrate ſhould ſubmit to! 
| They) would have the Liberty of commit- 
ting their Families to the Iaſtmchen of 
— whoſe Opinions in Religion they ap- 
prove; but the Legiſſature, it ſeems, muſt 
not be allowed the fame Liberty with reſpect 
to the Commonwealth / Where is the Equity 
of this? Or by what Reaſons can they ſhew, 
that the Legiſlature will be more juſtified in 
making themſelves the Inſtruments of pro- 
pagating certain Syſtems of Doctrine, — 
ſupporting certain Methods of Worſhip in 
Contradiction to their own Judgment, than a 
Father would be juſtified by a like Conduet 
in his own Family ? I 


It 


E 


It is very common to object here, the In- 
ronveniencies that will ariſe to the Publick in 
caſe the Magiſtrate ſhould encourage a fal/e 
Religion. But, are not theſe Inconveniencies 
the ſame in Proportion with reſpe& to Fa- 
milies? The ſame, no doubt, they are. 
And be they /mall, or great, they muſt be 
borne, becauſe there is no ſuch thing as 
avoiding them, without introducing Exils 
that will be much greater. The Legi/la- 
ture encourages one Method of Religion, in 
Diſtinction from all others. Zou think it 
reaſonable that they ſhould encourage al} 
Methods alike. What is the Difference ? 
Why this; that in the one Way the Magi- 
ſtrate propagates one Syſtem of Doctrines, 
which in ſome Points may poſſibly be erro- 
neous: In the other he would propagate 

many Syſtems, which he may be morally cer- 

tain will be erroneous : For the diſtributing 
publick Encouragements to Preachers of a// 
Sorts, would no more promote 7ruth and 
ſound Doctrine, than the Opening of a Mart, 
where all Commodities, both good and bad, 
ſhould be fold at the Hag Price, would 
promote Honey and Fair Dealing. Were 
the Body of the Diſſenters ove fiuglèe Sect 
only, or many Sects, all agreeing with us 
in Points of Dorine, and diſagreeing only 
in ſome trifling Circumſtances of Worſhip, 
it might, even in this Caſe, be worthy the 


Conſideration of the Legiſlature, whether it 
3 : were 
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were not more proper to appoint one uni form 
Morſbip throughout the Kingdom, than to 
leave every Pariſh Miniſter to ſet up a 
Worſhip of his own Invention. In which 
Caſe it would be neceſſary to confine the 
Publick Encouragements to thoſe who would 
agree to conform to the Worſhip /o appoint- 
ed. But the Diſſenters would have the 
Church of 3 pa open wide ber Gates to 
many who differ from her in Doctrine; to 
all Sorts of Sectaries, and to all Sorts of He- 
reticks, who paſs under the general Deno- 
mination of Chriſtians, and interpret the 
Scriptures as they are able. Let Mr. Chand- 
' for anſwer to this Point, and when he has 
anſwered, let him tell us why Mr. F/colffon 
has not as good a Title to a Benefice as he. 
Giye any Heretick his own Interpretation, 
and he is a Chriſtian. Give Mr. Woolflon 
his Allegory, and he is a Chriſtian too, or 
would paſs for one. But why does Mr. 


Chandler plead that C hriſtians of all Deno- 


ni nations, whether agreeing, or „ vs} 


in Doctrine, with the Church of Englan 4 


mould be admitted to Eccleſſaſtical Prefer- 
ments, and not profeſſed Deifts, if they 
teach ſound Morality ® The only good 
Reaſon that can be given, why Deiſts 
ſhould be excluded, is, that the Magiſtrate, 
as Chriſtian, ought not to encourage an Op- 
poſition to Chriſtianity. But is not this 
ee . 
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Reaſon as good againſt Aereticks, as it is 
againſt 1yfdels? Is there not as much Senſe 
in ſaying, that the Magiſtrate, as per/naded 
of the Soundneſs of the Charch of England, 
ought not to encourage any Sect which ſhall 
oppoſe the Dotrines of the Charch of Eng- 
land? The Anſwer is certainly good in 
both Caſes, or in neither; and if Mr. Chand- 
kr will ſay, This is not the proper Anſwer, 
I defire him to ſhew us a better. 
Having ſhewn that the E/ftabl;/hment of 
the Church of England, both as to its Eccle- 
fraſtical and Civil Conſtitution, is juſt and 
right, the next and only Queſtion is, Ought 
the Corporation and Teſt Alis to be repealed, 
or not? EE. 
To determine this Point, two Things are 
neceſſary to be conſidered. The ift is, 
Whether theſe Laws propoſe a ju/# End ? 
 2dly, Whether they purſue the End pro- 
| poſed by zuft Means ? 
The ultimate End of theſe Laws (as the 
Laws themſelves ſet forth) is the SzcuriTY 
of the Church of England as By Law 
ESTABLISHED (vide Stat. 10 Anne, Cap. 
2.); and ſo far, I hope, there is no Fault. 
For, if it be right to make an Eſtabliſh- 
ment, it muſt be right to /ecure that Efta- 
bliſhment. The immediate End, ſubſer- 
vient to the other, is to keep Nonconfor- 
miſts of all Sorts out of Offices Civil and 
7 Military 5 and out of the Government and 
| 1 9 5 | Di ection 
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Direction of Corporations; to the End, (as 
the Preamble of the Corporation Act de- 
clares) that the Succeſſion may moſt probably 
be perpetuated in the Hands of Perſons well 
affetFed to his Majeſty and the eftabliſhed Go- 
vernment. Is this a reaſonable Proviſion, 
or is it not? That Offices Civil and Mili- 
tary ; that the Government and Direction 
of Corporations ſhould be intruſted with 
thoſe only who are well affetted to his Majeſty 
and the Eftabliſhed Government? To the 
Diffenters I ſpeak, and let them anſwer. 
Would they think the Eſtabliſhed Govern- 
ment /ecure, if Offices Civil and Military, if 
the Government and Direction of Corpora. 
tions were put into the Hands of Papiſts ? 4 
I ſhould hope they will anſwer, No. How 
then can the Church of England think the 
Eſtabliſhed Government ſecure, ſhould the 
. ſame Power be put into the Hands of Di 
enters? The Reaſon why the Eſfabliſbed 
Government would not be ſecure, if Power 
were put into the Hands of Papiſts, is be- 
chal they are di/affefted to the Eſtabliſhed 


* 


Goberument. And are not the Difſenters 
diſaffefed to the Eftabliſhed Government 
too? Diſaffefied they certainly are to one 
Part of the Conſtitution, as the Papiſts are 
to both - And our Laws know of no Friends 
to the Eftabliſhed Government, who are not 
well affected to the Conſtitution in Church 


and State, 8 
It 
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It is a very common thing for Di//enters 
in this Argument to inſiſt much upon their 
| Zeal for his Majeſty's Government, as a 
Reaſon why they ſhould be admitted to 
Offices of Truſt in common with other Sub- 
jets; and I am not inclined to ſay any 
thing in Abatement of this Plea, ſo far as 
it will go. But where does their Zeal end? 
Why manifeſtly in a Zeal for his Majeſty's 
Government conſidered only as oppoſed to 
the Claims of the Pretender, and a Popiſh 
Adminiſtration ; and ſurely it may be ſaid, 
without any Diſparagement to them, that 
the Clergy and People of the Church of 
England are as little inclined to the Pre- 
tender, and a Popiſh Government, as they. 
But do theſe Gentlemen conſider upon what 
Principle the Revolution ſet out, and for 
what Reaſon King James II. and the Popiſh 
Line were excluded from the Succeſſion to 
the Crown? We need not quote Ads of 
Parliament in ſo clear a Caſe. It is noto- 
rious, that the Security of the Church of 
England was one of thoſe Reaſons ; and that 
his Majefly and his Proteſtant Succeſſors, by 
the very ſame Laws of our Conſtitution, as 
ſettled by the Revolution, ſtand as Gau- 
rantees for the Security of the Church of 
England, How then comes it to pals, that 
Affection to his Majeſty's Government ſhould 
be made to confiſt with Diſaſfection to the 
Church of England? Or with what De- 


* cency 


Fx]. 
ceney can any Bill be offered to the Crown, 
the Paſſing of which will import a giving up 
one part of our Conſtitution, when upon 
the Foot of the Revolution the Crown is 
obliged to protect Soth? ö 
If any think that the Church of Englaud 
would be in no Danger, tho Power {ould 
be put into the Hands of Diſfunters; I ask 
once again, Would the Proteſtant Intereſ} 
(including our Liberties Religious and Ci- 
vi) be in Danger, if Power were put into 
the Hands of Papiſis? If you fay it would 
be in zo Danger, ſhew me with what Juſtice 
 Papiſts are excluded. Shew me what Sen/c 
there was in the Revolution. But all Men 
fee (and we have felt) that if Power was 
in the Hands of Papi{s, the Proteſtant In- k 
tereſt would be in Danger; and for this 
plain Reafon, Becauſe it is natural for all 
Men to make uſe of their Power in Favour 
of themſelves, and their own Ways. But if 
this is a good Reaſon why the Proteſtant 
Intereſt in general would be in Danger by 
Power in the Hands of Papi ſis, is it not as 
good a Reaſon why the Church of England 
will be in Danger by Power in the Hands 
of Difenter;F? What Uſe they would 
make of Power, /ome of them have given us 
ſufficient Warning. For do they not open- 
ly inveigh againſt all Articles, all Creeds, 
all Iaguiſftory Forms of Trial, and plead 
that our Miniſtry ſnould be oper 10 all = 
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1 
think themſelves qualified by Feſiis Chrift # 
If the Minifry ought to be open to all, it 
is their Meaning too, that the Mages of the 
Miniſtry ſhould be open; and I would fain 
know whether, if this Scheme were to take 
Effect, the Church of England, as an Efta= 
bliſhed Church, would not be deftroyed ? 
In this Caſe there would be no Security that 
the Word of God ſhould be preached, and the . 
Sacraments adminiſtred publickly, according 
to the Faith and Practice of the Church of 
England. No doubt, if the Diſſenters had 
the carving out our Eccleſiaſtical Prefer- 
ments, they would provide bountifully for 
themſelves. We are much beholden to them, 
that at preſent they ſeem willing that the 
Clergy of the Church of England ſhould 
have a Share with them. But how long 
the good-natur'd Fit would laſt, no Mortal 
can tell, nor do they know themſelves. It 
is one thing to alk of Charity in a Time of 
Want, another to exerciſe Charity when 
Wealth abounds. And, large as the Diſſen- 
ters are in their Profeſſions of Moderation, 
When they have 20 Power, Experience hath 
taught us what they would do with it, if 
they had it. The ſtronger their Prejudjces, © 
the more f/ncere and conſcientious they are 
1n promoting their own Religion, the more 
certain it is that they would endeavour to 
| procure ſome neu Eftabliſhment5* if they 
could get Intereſt enough in Parliament to 
33 ruin 
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ruin the preſent ; and no one can anſwer 
how ſoon- that might be the Caſe, if the 
Laws now in Force ſhould be repealed. 
So long therefore, as the Zegi/lature is per- 
ſuaded that it ſets forth the moſt pure and 
excellent Religion, the Legiſlature is bound 
in Conſcience to defend it, by keeping 
thoſe out of Power, who would think theme 
_ ſelves equally obliged to defend and pro- 
mote their Religion in Oppoſition to. the 
Religion of the Church of Englaud. If the 
Diſſenters could convince the Legiſlature, 
that in eſtabliſhing the Church of England, 
they had eſtabliſhed a corrupted Faith, or 
Worſhip,. then they might plead that the 
Eftabliſhment ſhould be altered; provided 
. thoſe Corruptions were of Conſequence 
enough to balance the Inconveniency that 
might attend a Change. But they are wil- 
ling to leave the Legiſlature perſuaded of 
the Righteouſneſs of the Eftabliſhment, and 
Fet ſo unreaſonable as to cry out for Power 
to enable them to defiroy it. Aſter this, 
Diffenters may go on to harangue upon the 
Subject of zatural Rights. The natural 
Rights of a Papiſi are as good as the natu- 
ral Rights of a Diſſeuter And if the na- 
tural Rights of Papiſts are ſubject to Limi- 
tation, by reaſon of their Diſaßtection to 
bath Parts of the Conſtitution; why are not 
the natural Rights of Diſſenters ſubject to 
Limi tation by reaſon of their Piſaffection 
FIRTH 0 
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to one Part of it? This Queſtion cannot 
be anſwer d, without owning that the Plea 
is ridiculous, or ſhewing that zhis one Part 
of the Conſtitution, to which they are a 8 
affetted, ought to be no Part of the Conſti- 

tution: Or, in other Words, that it is 2 

Part of the Concern of the Legiſlature to 
protect the Church of England, confidered 
as diſtinguiſhed from other Proteſtant Com- 
munions. And when the Diſſenters can 
make this out upon clear, conſiſtent Princi- 
ples, I'll give up the Point. 

I have little to ſay upon the ſecond Que- 
ſtion, Do theſe Laws purſue the End pro- 
poſed by proper Means? The Means are, 
1n ſhort, the requiring the moſt ſacred and 


ſolemn Evidence that Chriſtians can give, 


of their being in Communion with the 
Church of England. And whatever be the 
Inconvenienc ies, that the Sacramental Teſt is 
ſubject to, it ought to be inſiſted upon, till 

a better can be formed. Not (you'll ſay) 
if it be an anlauful Te. — No, but it has 
never yet been proved to be an unlawful 
Teſt; and I am perſuaded it never will be. 
It any are otherwiſe minded, to ſuch I an- 
ſwer, That whenever it ſhall be granted, 
that /ome Teſt there ought to be, and the 
Queſtion comes to be fgly this, Is the Sa- 
cramental Teft a proper Teſt? it will be a 
proper Time to conſider what may be ob- 
jected againſt it, But of pre/ent the Diſpute 


goes 


Point having k 
take l of, the Ar 


* * 


; 24 BEES IDF 2 * 


8 


* 


2 W 7 FF # * 4 . * . * k * a 2 | a 2 
: * * 7 7 — 
3 4 PR A — - «4 — * os — 5 52 
E FI, 2 K 3 * . > 
| — # - 4 7 - * = — & 5 ; - . — 7 2 - 


— 
. 
I 
* 
= 
y 
1 
'I 
. 
1 
4 
W. 
* 
* 
= 
* 
* 


{ E ” 
i } „ — > 1 — my 3 * * 1 


* 


* 2 
Pw: 
S— 


: Y ; 
. 
. s ; 
A - 
* 
= 4 N 
4 a 
* 
5 g . 
q 
5 
#9 
a 


- * 5 
4 x : 
1 1 
q 8 f 
f f = 
. 
* ö 4 . 
R * * - _ 
* = 
; $245 W 
r 4% 
* — * 
"4 1 k: 
. _ 
# 7 4 - * 
f 15 4 4 * 
* - 
= 1 
\ \ . 
is A c > 
tf - 1 
- b - 
4 
” 4 
£ 
* - 
d — 
4 - 
* 7 
* = £ | 
4 
AW . 
. : 
1 1 
* 9 \ a 
4 L 
A 5 | 
, 3 
2 * 
. 
0 . 
41 3 a ; 
- > . 1 
* 9 * 3 
— 4 : | 
4 2 
„ 7 5 
) 
y . 
* 
0 
K * 
e 
l 3 
e S / 
9 ; 
* 
— 
So 
1 4 
01 1 1 * 
f „ 0 * 
- * 7 z - # £4 
14 : \ {5 
l wv” t # 
$ - 
: * 
1 2 
to 
; 
\ a 
10 
: N s . * : 
4 1 1 
« 2 n : * : r 
r : N 
a * 
> 
4 F a . 
* a, 
4 : 5 $2 
” q a 
£ . 
* 
& 
5 a 
* 
* 
. 
= 1 4 1 
A 
- : - 
P * 1 
, 
- 
= p * 7 
- % 4 4 * 
1 > 
1 7 a 
= * 3 + 
4 5 N 
4 — 4 
p 
* - 
" 
; o 
* N a 
- 
1 
N * " 
u 
” 
4 
* 
” 
* 
8 . 
V 
" 
Sx 
3 — 
1 - 
» Fe 


